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salaries, money in coin and on real securities, and
household furniture were not ratable, but that ships
and stock-in-trade were ratable, without troubling
themselves about the usage, which was to rate all
these things.1 In a case from Dursley, in Gloucester-
shire, in 1794, the Chief Justice, Lord Kenyon, inciden-
tally remarked that there was no doubt that personal
property was liable, although in the case before him it
had never,been rated except for six years, between
1769 and 1775, as was shown by the parish books,
which went back to 1566? Finally, in 1795, the King's
Bench confirmed an order of sessions which quashed
a rate in Darlington because certain inhabitants were
not rated for their stock-in-trade, although the prac-
tice of rating it had only been shown to have prevailed
from 1746 to 1752 and from 1788 to 1794.*

From this time there could be no doubt that the
law required stock-in-trade to be rated, but it does not
appear to have been rated any more than before. The
Keport of the Poor-Laws Commissioners of 1834 con-
tains a page of condemnation of the uncertainty and
capriciousness of the existing mode of rating, in which
there is not a word which shows that they had ever
heard of such a thing as rating stock-in-trade.4 In
1836 Mr. Poulet Scrope's Parochial Assessments Act
prescribed elaborate forms for the assessment of lands
and tenements, and preserved absolute silence as to
stock-in-trade. No one in either House of Parliament
called attention to the omission.6

1 Durnford and East, Term Reports, iv. p. 771 ff.
z Ibid., vi. pp. 53 ff.
8 Ibid., vi. p. 468.

4  P. 359 in the Svo ed.

5  See Hansard, 1836, passim, especially vol. xxxv. p. 371 ff.

G